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apt to be puffed up with a proud, though secret,
consciousness of their own superior acuteness and
sensibility. But it is the less requisite to enlarge
on this topic, because it has been well discussed by
many, who have unfolded the real nature of those
i'ascinating qualities ; who have well remarked, that
though showy and apt to catch the eye, they are of
a flimsy and perishable fabric, and not of that sub-
stantial and durable texture, which, while it imparts
permanent warmth and comfort, will long preserve
its more sober honours, and stand the wear and tear
of life, and the vicissitudes of seasons. It has been
shown, that these qualities often fail us when most
we want their aid; that their possessors can solace
themselves with their imaginary exertions in behalf
of ideal misery, and yet shrink from the labours of
active benevolence, or retire with disgust from the
homely forms of real poverty and wretchedness.
In fine, the superiority of true Christian Charity,
and of plain practical. beneficence, has been ably
vindicated; and the school of Eousseau has been
forced to yield to the school of Christ, when the
question has been concerning the best means of pro-
moting the comfort of family life, or the temporal
well-being of societyl.
1 "While all are worthy of blame, who to qualities like these, have
assigned a more exalted place than to religious and nwal principle ;
there is one writer who, eminently culpable in this respect, deserves,
on another account, still severer reprehension. Really possessed
of powers to explore and touch the finest strings of the human
heart, and bound by his sacred profession to devote those powers to
the service of religion and virtue, he every where discovers a stu-
dious solicitude to excite indecent ideas. We turn away our eyes
with disgust from open immodesty: but even this is less mischievous
than that more measured style, which excites impure images, with-
out shocking us by the grossness of the language. Never was deli-
cate sensibility proved to be more distinct from plain practical
benevolence, than in the writings of the author to whom I allude.
Instead of employing his tal#J*te for the benefit of his fellow-crea-

